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Abstract 
The aim of this research purpose is to gain information about how the teachers understand the term family. The 
aim of this contribution is to document inventory descriptors which are used by teachers for description and 
explanation of this term.  he research was participated by teachers from practice of studying a combined study of 
pre-primary and primary education (N=45, age: from 20 to 52). There were identified 31 categories used for a 
description and family evaluation. Individuals have reported an average of 4.95, at least 1 and not more than 9 
different categories. The frequency shows that the "hidden" categories are: hetero/homosexual, city/village and 
Czech/minority. Within the framework of teaching we reveal some blind spots to students and we try to enrich 
towards open and freer explicit the interpretation of the concept and a better orientation at the problematic of its 
elaboration for children and pupils within the framework of cross-cutting theme of A child and a family.  
Teachers should be therefore able to explain to pupils all types of families and thereto in an acceptable, sensitive 
and, if possible, a positive way. 
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1. Introduction 
If you ask anyone whether he/she knows what a family is, he/she would look in a surprise towards such a 
strange question. For sure Family is the state basis, a basic social unit (William James Durant even says that 
family is a nucleus of civilization), where a child is born to, where the child is further socialized into wider 
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society. The answer for this simple question is not easy to answer.  The society is changing and its basic unit, the 
family also. Well, it´s time where the need of ingrained content should be redefined (Corbett, 2004). 
1.1. Family 
The term family  comes from Latin familia - household (including servants as well as kin of the householder), 
from famulus – servant. It was first known use of the term in the 15th century in Middle English familie.  
It can be traced in the dictionaries (Merriam Webster, n.d.) mostly 8 types of definitions of family: 
1. a group of individuals living under one roof and usually under one head : household, 
2. a group of persons of common ancestry: clan or a people or group of peoples regarded as deriving from a 
common stock: race, 
3. a group of people united by certain convictions or a common affiliation: fellowship, the staff of a high 
official (as the President), 
4. a group of things related by common characteristics: as a closely related series of elements or chemical 
compounds, a group of soils with similar chemical and physical properties (as texture, pH, and mineral 
content) that comprise a category ranking above the series and below the subgroup in soil classification, a 
group of related languages descended from a single ancestral language, 
5. the basic unit in society traditionally consisting of two parents rearing their children; also : any of various 
social units differing from but regarded as equivalent to the traditional family (a single-parent family), 
spouse and children (want to spend more time with my family), 
6. a group of related plants or animals forming a category ranking above a genus and below an order and 
usually comprising several to many genera, in livestock breeding: the descendants or line of a particular 
individual especially of some outstanding female or an identifiable strain within a breed, 
7. a set of curves or surfaces whose equations differ only in parameters , 
8. a unit of a crime syndicate (as the Mafia) operating within a geographical area. 
 
Synonyms for term family can be blood, clan, folks, house, kin, kindred, kinfolk (or kinfolks), kinsfolk, line, 
lineage, people, race, stock, tribe.  
The scientific theory of family is usually based on basic definition that the nuclear family is a universal 
institution for nurturing children. Three features of family follow from this instruction developed the world 
famous Bronislaw Malinowski (Skalnik, 2006): 
x family is a bounded social unit, 
x families have shared place, 
x family members have emotional ties. 
Family can also be consider as institutionalized social formation of at least three persons, among whom there 
are parental, family or marital ties (Stašová, 2001). 
Some authors further claim that it is a unit whose primary function is not to give birth to children but to 
socialize them.  Parsons (In Parsons, & Bales, 1956) attributes to unit further characteristics: 
x family is a solidary group stratified by ascribed statuses such as age and gender, 
x family is a cooperative unit; families shared the principle of division of labour. 
Becker (1993) adds that: 
x family has collective goals. 
Family members’ interests that differ from their family ones might be viewed as ‘deviant’.  This is 
undoubtedly true in families’ interests that differ from their society ones might be viewed as abnormal, strange or 
deviant. 
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Some authors point out on many other aspects such as an isolated family, lesbian/gay family, biological/blood 
family, peaceful and nurturing family versus male domination or domestic violence, patriarchy/matriarchy and so 
on (Tae, 2009). 
1.2. Implicit theories 
The notion of implicit theory comes from Latin implico (to weave) and means: inclusive, contained but also 
failed directly or understanding itself. Implicit (also subjective, naive) theory is designation of laical theoretical 
concepts, so concepts which are made by common people  inadvertently and unconsciously about the life and the 
world all around (sometimes in this context also labelled as knowledge and conviction - beliefs, personal 
construct, mental representation or mental folk or naïve models, further see  Sedláková, 2000).   
It can be defined as relatively stable sets of imaginations, definitions and knowledge connected with specific 
phenomena (e.g. normalities, learning, life origin etc.) (Groeben, Scheel, 2001). Rosch and Lakoff (Lakoff, 2006) 
understand as set of types or categories purely descriptive character (e.g. we can  on a request to describe a 
normal family or to list several typical examples of problematic families).These unconscious mind contents 
reflect towards inner reality (e.g. let us answer the question what is my own family , what type of family I want or 
is my family normal?) and the behaviour and acting in the outside world (e.g. I could have lived in this family or 
something does not add up here, they look strange to me). Although people tend to have a clear imagination about 
a prototype they are usually not able to justify and mark the boarder for the notion (e.g. they are able to mark 
certain cohabitation as a family without being able to justify it etc.). In the area of implicit theories it is common 
while explanation the cause and effect is confused and many other similar “symptoms” (Furnham, 1988). 
Therefore it is different from scientific studies which always have well thought and certified system of statements 
interpreting following phenomenon. 
The establishment of implicit theories is presumed by analogical development of attitudes: either by the way of 
unwitting acceptance of social surrounding (including media contents) and/or on the base of evaluating own 
experience (Sternberg, 1985).  
The general purpose of existence of implicit theory is the interpretation of individual and social facts, works as 
a tool for explanation and prediction of human behaviour.  
To penetrate into the interior of implicit theories is possible by linguistic utterances. Research is developed 
since such characteristics. We have recorded waste range of methods for obtaining data for this study of implicit 
theories.  (Furnham, 2000, Cameron, 2001). It is possible to use any of listed methods or their combinations for 
study of implicit theories. As far as we are concerned that it is possible to use any method. But however any 
method used the emphasis must be placed on understanding and verification of gained model of implicit theory 
by the informant him/herself.  
2. Method 
2.1. Purpose of study 
The aim of the research intention is to gain information how the teachers understand the term family and to 
document inventors of descriptors which are used for teachers’ description, explanation of this term.  The 
secondary objective is to help teachers to reveal their own implicit theory of family, to help them identify “blind 
spots” and to help them bring towards open and freer explicit interpretation of the concept for the children and 
pupils in the course of cross-cutting theme A child and a family.  
The research questions for this study: Which of all these descriptors are named by teachers in a fictional 
language test to be suitable for description and family evaluation? What descriptors are listed in common way 
and which ones occur only sporadically or not even? 
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2.2. Participants 
This part of research was conducted in 45 students of part-time master study of pre-primary () and primary () 
education. It is a study when working and therefore all the respondents are working in education at the same time.  
Forty-four women and one man participated in the research which is a reflection of a typical state of Czech 
education which is mainly in the field of pre-primary and primary education highly over-feminized.  
Table 1 describes a research group in terms of  marital status . 
Table 1: Research sample - marital status: Frequencies (N=45) 
Marital Status Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
1 single 16 35,6 35,6 
2 married 25 55,6 91,1 
3 divorced 4 8,9 100,0 
Total 45 100,0   
 
Table 2 describes a research group in terms of a  number of children . 
Table 2: Research sample - number of children: Frequencies (N=45) 
Number Of Children Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
0 18 40,0 40,0 
1 5 11,1 51,1 
2 17 37,8 88,9 
3 3 6,7 95,6 
4 2 4,4 100,0 
Total 45 100,0   
 
Table 3 describes a distribution of research sample in terms of variable age. 
 
Table 3: Research sample - age: Descriptive statistics (N=45) 
  Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 
Age 20 52 34,24 9,333 
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2.3. Method 
The contribution presents partial results of a wider research project. The proceeded data have been gained by 
the method of fictional language test for students of combined pedagogical study. The instruction:  
Write all the adjectives or phrases you can use to describe / assess family.  
2.4. Procedure 
The students of education are asked in several psychological disciplines to work with different themes and 
methods. In the course of social psychology there is address issue of family. At the start of the lesson the students 
are confronted with their implicit theories of family. Firstly, they are asked to imagine that they met someone 
who had not heard anything about the term family (child, stranger, UFO, Mr No…), the instruction is: Explain to 
Mr No what is the term family. They subsequently explain what is similar and what is different in term of: 
marriage, cohabitation, bloodline, wider relationships. In the course of Research methods the teachers fill the 
method of repertory grid, where are the feedbacks for choice of elements selected by both introduced poles of 
behavioural, emotional and cognitive elements of posture and the most frequent stereotypes. (E.g. Family where 
we would like to live, Typical Czech family). In the course of Czech language the students generates adjectives 
for description and family evaluation.  This contribution refers about results gained by the last mentioned 
method.  
3. Results 
The teachers have generated a total of 223 characteristics, which were able to be put into 31 categories, mainly 
of bipolar character (a second pole was completed in places by the authors). Table 4 shows a list of categories 
used by teachers in descending order. 
Table 4: Descriptors for description and evaluation of family: Frequencies (N=45) 
Category Frequency Percent  Cumulative Percent 
Functional/ broken  29 13,00  13,00 
Parent / single parent 25 11,21  24,22 
Small/ big  18 8,07  32,29 
Poor / rich  14 6,28  38,57 
Liberal / democratic  13 5,83  44,39 
Supporting / non-supporting 12 5,38  49,78 
Authoritative / non-authoritative 11 4,93  54,71 
Happy / sad  9 4,04  58,74 
Harmonious family/ disharmonious   9 4,04  62,78 
Cooperating/ uncooperative  8 3,59  66,37 
Basic/ extended 7 3,14  69,51 
Traditional / modern  7 3,14  72,65 
Active / non active  6 2,69  75,34 
Problematic / smooth  6 2,69  78,03 
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Own / step , with step children  6 2,69  80,72 
Open/ closed  5 2,24  82,96 
Respectful / reckless 5 2,24  85,20 
Urban / rural  4 1,79  87,00 
Social / asocial  4 1,79  88,79 
Stable / unstable 4 1,79  90,58 
Protecting / non protecting 3 1,35  91,93 
Young / old 3 1,35  93,27 
With children / childless 3 1,35  94,62 
Career / non career 3 1,35  95,96 
Wish healthy children / with disabled children   2 0,90  96,86 
Cohabitant / living separately  2 0,90  97,76 
Heterosexual / homosexual  1 0,45  98,21 
Mature/ immature 1 0,45  98,65 
Hasty / quiet 1 0,45  99,10 
Living in their own  / not own housing  1 0,45  99,55 
Czech / minority 1 0,45  100 
Total 223 100   
 
Individuals have reported an average of 4.95, at least 1 and not more than 9 different categories. 
4. Discussion 
The method of fictitious language test was used to discover what aspects are important in the (subjective, 
implicit) assessment of families. In a group of teachers in pre-primary and primary education has proved to be the 
most frequent criterion functional / non-functional (mentioned by 64 % of them). This criterion, as well as the 
second most common - complete / incomplete (39 %) - is often presented in the media, magazines and solves 
various cases in which dominates incomplete or dysfunctional family. Categories of similar meaning, but less 
often mentioned, are a family of Czech / minority, problem / hassle, social / asocial - these categories may reflect 
the media frequently discussed topic of the Roma people (Roma minority, which is characterized by a strong pro-
family based, is often publicized in the Czech Republic in the context of the problem and antisocial behavior). 
The current theme of the Registered Partnership Act and the possibility of homosexual couples to raise children, 
activates category heterosexual / homosexual. 
The dyads liberal / democratic, authoritative / non-authoritative and harmonic / disharmonic are commonly 
found in a variety of training and educational materials (eg social psychology). More interesting concepts appear  
to be small / large, poor / rich, supportive / non, cheerful / sad or with healthy / disabled children that cannot be 
found in textbooks and which probably reflect the life experience of respondents who compare their approach 
to families with a family of neighborhood or otherwise known, reflecting the substantial real implicit criteria 
according to which our respondents often considered family. 
At the bottom of the list appear terms that may reflect the contrast between "pre-revolutionary times" and the 
current reality in the family - addresses generational differences in the family. For "pre-revolutionary family" 
(families that have been started in seventies) were typical to merry young (who was not married to 20, was 
"weird", “strange”), retreating into urban housing estates. For the generation of children born in the 70s (ie, 
children who have experienced in 1989, on the threshold of adulthood, regime change from socialism to the 
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current “market economy”) it was typical to study, travel abroad or start doing business. This generation delayed 
entry into marriage and childbearing typically until the later time around the 30th year or more. For these 
families, it is typical that they are older (in terms of age of parents), the career-oriented (commonly two-career), 
active hurried up, childless or with one or two children, live more in the city, usually in their own house in 
suburban satellite. It is worthwhile to find out what is the age category of respondents stated them. 
5. Conclusion 
The teachers are able to think of a family from a total of 31 different aspects. The frequency shows that the 
"hidden" categories are: hetero/homosexual, city/village and Czech/minority, but teachers should be able to 
describe in the learning process for pupils all types of families and thereto in an acceptable, sensitive and, if 
possible, a positive way. 
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